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CLAUDE EILERS

M. Silanus, Stratoniceia, and the Governors
of Asia under Augustus®

In the course of publishing inscriptions from Stratoniceia in 1988, Ender
Varinhoglu mentioned an unpublished inscription that refers to a M. Iunius Silanus as
the patron and benefactor of that city!. In a recent volume of this journal, Andrew
Gregory has published this inscription as follows?.

1 [ 710 dyod]Jpo Méprov Tovviov Zidevod

2 [ 709 avBurdt]ov, rdtpwvos kal e(ve)pyé- vac.
3 [tov tfic moAewc] S1& mpoydvav, Gvl’ dv g1 vac.
4 | Jtov dimvekdg dmapodAd-

5  [ktov ?7 ] vac.

The following discussion will be in two parts. First, we shall consider whether this
text can be improved upon; second, we shall argue for a different identification of
Silanus.

The inscription’s line length is more or less established by 1. 2-3, which Gregory
has convincingly supplemented as ndtpwvog kol e(0e)pyél[tov Thg TdAemg] d1d mpo-
y(')vmv3. Gregory is surely correct to assume that the letters YE have been erroneously
omitted from this line, rather than reading €pyel[rictdrov], which Gregory mentions
and rejects. He points out that the formula ndtpmv kol edepyétng is very common,
and that épyeniotarog is not attested in this context*. Also, it should be noted that the
three extant lines are longer than this one by about two letters at the right hand
margin. This means that if the letters EY had not been omitted, the first four lines in
the inscription would have almost exactly the same length.

* I am indebted to Dr. A. Gregory, Dr. F. Canali De Rossi, and Dr. G. Umbholtz, who have
suggested many improvements to this paper. Its faults are of course my own.

1 g, Varinhoglu, Inschriften von Stratonikeia in Karien, EA 12 (1988) 93.
2 A.P. Gregory, A New and Some Overlooked Patrons of Greek Cities in the Early Prin-
cipate, Tyche 12 (1997) 85-91, no. 3.

" 3 For tfig néhewg, cf. 1.Stratonikeia 1010 (cited below, n. 7). The words kol c@tfipog
would also be possible here, though this would make litle difference either to the line length or
to the text's meaning. Cf. LStratonikeia 1321 = SEG 38, 1077: 6 dfjpog éripnaev | [Toriiov
KopvAiiov | [MorAiov viov Aévrodov | Mapxehhivov tov rdtpava I xed edepyémy xoi
cwtiipa | xpuodt otepavm gproteiot | koi eikavi xpuoiit | épetfic Evexa kol edvoiog | i
eic EauTdv.

4 Gregory (n. 2) 89.
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Gregory supplies [100 dvBundt]ov at the beginning of 1. 2, and this seems secure:
all proposed identifications of Silanus, as we shall see, involve a proconsul. Some-
times in such inscriptions, however, a definite article appears between the titles
»proconsul“ and ,,patron“5 , and adding one here would result in a line of similar
length to 1. 3. Thus, at the beginning of 1. 2, we should probably supply [t0D &v0-
VRATOV T]0D TéTpWVOC.

What stood at the beginning and end of this inscription is less certain. For 1. 1,
Gregory has suggested [t0 owal}uoc which he would interpret as referring to a
secular image of Silanus, rather than to a cult statue®. This implies that our stone was
originally a statue-base, on which stood a likeness of Silanus. In itself, this seems
likely: the dimensions of the stone are typical of such bases, and this was a common
way for a city to honour its patrons. The resulting text, however, is less convincing.
Although some cities, including Stratoniceia, erected dydApota in honour of
provincial governors, their inscriptions do not describe such distinctions in this way:
statues, crowns, and other honours normally appear in the dative, designating the
means by which the city honoured its benefactors’.

In any case, the letter mu in [éyod]po is questionable. Only the bottom traces of
what would be its final leg are in fact visible. By coincidence, the same two letters
begin the next word, Mdpkov, as end this one. In Mépkov, however, more space is
left between the mu and the alpha. Also, the angle of the mu’s final leg is slightly dif-
ferent, and its serif is on the opposite side. Admittedly, no stone-cutter’s technique is
perfectly consistent, but in this case the inconsistencies suggest a different letter.

If it does not modify [Gyod]pe, why is Silanus’ name in the genitive? In inscripti-
ons mentioning Roman officials, this is most common when the honorand is a relative
of the official: a son or a wife, for example. If we pursue this line of reasoning, the
alpha at the end of this word limits the possibilities: a son (vidv) or brother (&:8ei-
@O6v) is ruled out. The supplement [yovoci]rgoc is also excluded: whatever the
penultimate letter of this word is, it has no diagonal descender and so cannot be a
kappa. It is just possible, however, that the letter is a rho, the bowl of which sits high
enough that it would have been lost in the abrasion at the edge of the stone®. The

5 ¢f 1G X115, 756: 6 Sfipoc | TIémAtov Odwvixiov | tov dvBbmatov | tov mérpove kol
edepyény | ndccng Gpetiic Eveko IDidyma 147: 6 Sﬁuog ) Mtkncimv | Mesodhay IMotitov
onv@unutov [ Tov maTpmve g moOAewg xol edeplyétny, dpetig Evexo kol edvolag eig oadTdv.

(;rt,gnry (n. 2) 89 and n. 18.

7 E. g., LStratonikeia 1010 = BCH 5 (1881) 183 no. 5, honouring another Augustan pro-
consul: 6 8fjpog étipnoey maAy kol éotelpdvocey Xpuctmt oTeEdvmt kol dyddpott | pop-
popivar Asdkiov KaArodpviov Iicwlvo tov matpwva kol edepyétny did npoydlvav tfig
noAeas | Hudv. Gregory (n. 2) 89 n. 18 observes that this inscription’s letter-forms are no
earlier than the second century A.D. and suggests that the honorand is the consul of A.D. 175
(PIRZ C 295). Instead, we should suppose that the statue base was later renovated. Other
patrons whose monuments were subsequently renovated are Q. Aemilius Lepidus at Cibyra
(IGR IV 901 with L. Robert, Hellenica VII, Paris 1949, 241-243); L. Licinius Lucullus at
Synnada (MAMA IV 52 = IGR IV 701); and Q. Mucius Scaevola at Ephesus (I.LEphesos 630a
with C, Eilers and N. Milner, AS 45 [1995] 80-81).

8 Gregory’s photograph of the squeeze (Tyche 12 [1997] Tafel 7) does not make clear the
extent of the damage at this point of the stone, which is worn away before it actually breaks off.
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spacing, the angle of the hasta, and the serif are consistent with the other examples of
rho in this inscription.

If this is correct, the honorand could be either Silanus’ mother or his daughter, in
which case we could supply [unté]pa. or [Buyoté]pa. On balance, a daughter is more
likely, since we would normally expect the name of a wife or mother to include a fil-
iation, and if the estimated line length is correct, there would not be room here.
Moreover, supplying [Tovviav thv Buyaté]po Mdpkov at the beginning of 1. 1 pro-
duces a line that is the same length as 1. 2 and 3. Such a text would be typical of the
inscriptions on statue bases that honour governors’ relatives?.

This statue base has been reused as building material since antiquity, most
recently in a stone fence that stands outside the depot at the site of Stratoniceia. In the
process, it has been trimmed on several sides, clearly on the left and possibly on the
right (where most of the upsilon of Z1Aavod has been lost). It is also possible that the
top of the stone has been lost, along with what was originally the inscription’s first
line, which could have read [6 8fipog étipmoev]!0,

The final lines of this text, beginning with the phrase ¢v0’ Gv in 1. 3, are difficult
to provide credible supplements for. I have not been able to establish a convincing
text here, but 1 offer several observations in the hope that others will be able to suc-
ceed where I have failed. The phrase &v0’ @v is not common in this type of inscrip-
tion, though it presumably begins a justification for the honours reported or implied
by the inscription. The phrase dimvekadg dnoparidlkt-] (,,completely unchangeable
...") is striking, and perhaps we can infer from it that Silanus had confirmed some
privilege or recognised some long-standing right of Stratoniceia. Whatever the ref-
erence, the fact that something is ,,unchangeable® may suggest a phrase like eic | [Gei]
or gig | [tov del xpdvov] in 1l. 34, though a reference to the city (e. g. eic | [tnv
noAv]) would also be possible. It is unclear whether the letters TOY, which could be
a definite article, are to be taken with this phrase, or whether they were part of a pre-
positional phrase such as br" @0 ]tod. Hence dropodddl[xt- |, which presumably is
an adjective, could go either with tod or with the relative in v’ Gv.

Despite the fact that a complete text cannot be offered, we have made some pro-
gress with the text and interpretation of this inscription. I would present it roughly as
follows:

1 [6 8fpog éttunoev]

2 [?’Tovviav v Mvyaté]pa Mapxov Tovviov Zihavod
3 [od dvBurdrov t]od ndtpmvog kol e(Ve)pyé- vac.

4 [tov tiig moAenc] Siix mpoydvav, avB’ dv eig vac.

5 Jtov Sinvexddc dmopdAAc-

6 [x1- | vac.

9 The evidence for governors’ being accompanied by female relatives is collected and ana-
lyzed by M. Kajava, Roman Senatorial Women and the Greek East: Epigraphic Evidence from
the Republican and Augustan Period, (Roman Eastern Policy and Other Studies in Roman
History, Societas Scientiarum Fennica Commentationes Humanarum Litterarum 91, Helsinki
1990, 59-124.

10 ¢f. LStratonikeia 1321 (cited in n. 3) and LStratonikeia 1010 (cited in n. 7).
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With this much of the text established, we can now turn to this inscription’s date
and historical context, issues which are closely connected with the question of Sila-
nus’ identity. Gregory has already brought two individuals into the discussion. The
first of these, M. Tunius Silanus (pr. 77), was proconsul of Asia in 76 B.C.!1, Like the
Silanus of our inscription, this man is attested as a patron, but of the nearby city of
Mylasalz. In light of the proximity of these two cities, John Nicols had suggested,
even before this new Statoniceian inscription was published, that the patrons of
Mylasa and Stratoniceia were the same individuall3. Against Nicols’ suggestion,
however, is the conviction of Varinlioglu (who knows the inscriptions of Stratoniceia
better than anyone) that the letter-forms of the new inscription from Stratoniceia re-
quire an Imperial date!4. By itself, of course, such a consideration is not decisive. The
publication of the text establishes an important new detail that makes Nicols’ identi-
fication less tenable: the M. Silanus in Stratoniceia was a ndTpwv 610 TpoyOV®Y,
which implies that his father, grandfather, or other ancestor had been patron of the
city before him. By contrast, in nearby Mylasa, M. Silanus (pr. 77) is called simply
ndrpav, which raises the possibility that this man is the ancestor in question, and that
the Silanus of our new inscription, who is naTpwv duk Tpoydvav of Stratoniceia, is a
descendant of his.

One such descendant was M. Tunius Silanus (cos. A.D. 46), and both Varinlioglu
and Gregory have suggested that he is the individual mentioned in our new inscrip-
tion!3. Several points argue against this identification. None of them is decisive by
itself, though cumulatively their effect is serious. The first of these relates to this
man’s own history. Silanus became governor of Asia in A.D. 54 and was the last pro-
consul to go to Asia under Claudius!®. In theory, his proconsulship could have pro-
vided the city with an opportunity both to renew the relationship that it had had with
his family and to set up the monument on which this inscription appeared. According
to Tacitus, however, Silanus became the first victim of Nero’s new regime and was
murdered in the province soon after his accession in October 5417, Evidently, he will
have been present in his province for only a few months before being assassinated.
This leaves little time for Stratoniceia to co-opt him as patron and to commemorate
the occasion with the above inscription. Moreover, Tacitus implies that his assassins
made no attempt to conceal their deed, which implies that imperial disfavour towards
Silanus will have been obvious to all in the province in the aftermath of his death. It is
not likely that Stratoniceia would want to publicize its connection to a man who was

I1 T, R. S. Broughton, Magistrates of the Roman Republic, Atlanta 1950—1986, II 94,
I 114-115.

12 [.Mylasa 109 = Le Bas-Waddington, III no. 409.

13 3. Nicols, Patrons of Greek Cities in the Early Principate, ZPE 80 (1990) 81-100, at p.
98.

14 Gregory (n. 2) 90 reports Varilioglu’s opinion, which is in any case implicit in
Varmhoglu's (n. 1) own comments.

15 8o Varilioglu (n. 1) 93 and Gregory (n. 2) 89-90; contra, Nicols (n. 13) 98.

16 . Vogel-Weidemann, Die Statthalter von Africa und Asia in den Jahren 14-68 n. Chr.,
Bonn 1982, 398-399.

17 Tac., Ann. XIII 1, 1: prima novo principatu mors Iunii Silani proconsulis Asiae. Cf. Dio
LXI 6, 4; Plin., Nat. Hist. VII 58.
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eliminated as a threat to the new emperor: devotion to Silanus could easily be mis-
interpreted as disloyalty to the imperial house. Identifying him as the Silanus of our
new inscription, then, must assume both that this inscription belongs to this narrow
chronological window before his death, and that the city fathers of Stratoniceia would
not have been motivated to remove the evidence of their association with him.

A second problem with identifying our Silanus as the consul of A.D. 46 is that our
inscription reveals him to be patron of Stratoniceia, and senatorial patrons of Greek
cities had become rare by the end of Augustus’ reign, as Nicols has demonstrated!8.
Admittedly, this phenomenon is not as consistent as Nicols argues 19: nor is he persua-
sive in explaining this decline by suggesting that Augustus had introduced a new
measure that forbade peregrine cities from co-opting governors as patrons. Still, sena-
torial city patrons, even those described as o1 mpoyovmv, become very rare in Greek
inscriptions after the reign of Augustus20, This weighs against identifying the consul
of A.D. 46 as the patron of Stratoniceia.

A third and final consideration concerns ancestral patronage. As we have seen, the
patron of Stratoniceia is probably a descendant of the praetor of 77, who was patron
of Mylasa. Although the consul of A.D. 46 was related to him, the connection is a
rather distant one: he was this man’s great-great-grandson. At least one case is known
from the West where ‘ancestral’ patronage was perpetuated over such a long period,
the relationship between the Claudii Marcelli and Syracuse. In the East, however,
hereditary honours do not seem to be so enduring. Indeed, in those cases where some-
thing can be said about the origin of such relationships, the connections are almost
always more immediate. A good example of this is an inscription from Claros, which
calls L. Valerius Flaccus (pr. 63) a nétpov S mpoydvov of Colophon2!. Another
inscription refers to his father, L. Valerius Flaccus (suff. 86), simply as ndtpwv of
that city22. Apparently the son was continuing or renewing a relationship that his
father began. Similarly, several inscriptions honour L. Calpurnius Piso the Augur
(cos. 1 B.C.) as patron or benefactor 16, npoy()vc)v23; his father, Cn. Piso (cos. 23),
served under Brutus in the East before the battle of Pl)ilippi24, and it was probably at
this time that these relationships originated25. Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus (cos. 32) is

18 Nicols (n. 13).

19 Gregory (n. 2) 89-90.

No senatorial ndtpmv di1é tpdyovmv is attested after the reign of Augustus.

21 SEG 35, 1124, He was also patron of Tralles a patre atque maioribus (Cic., Flacc. 53).
For a different identification, see F. Coarelli, Su alcuni proconsoli d'Asia tra la fine del 11 ¢ gli
inizi del 1 secolo A.C. ¢ sulla politica di Mario in oriente, Epigrafia e ordine senatorio | (Tituli
4, 1982), 435-451 at 438. This identification, however, cannot be correct.

22 SEG 29, 1130. Another inscription from Claros (SEG 29, 1129biy) honours C. Valerius
Flaccus (cos. 93) as ndrpove thig nodenc. He was, respectively, brother and uncle of the suf-
fect consul of 86 and the praetor of 63.

23 piso the Augur was the i npdyovev ebepyétny of Mytilene (IG XI1 2, 219 = OGIS
467 = ILS 8814) and was probably the ndrpove xai ehepyémy dié mpoydlvev of Stratoniceia
(L.Stratonikeia 1010) and the d1& mpoydvov evepyétny of Pergamum (I.Pergamon 425 = IGR
1V 410).

24 Tac., Ann. I1 43. Cn. Piso was present at Oropus (IG VII 268), probably at the same time
as Brutus (1G VII 383).

25 Kajava (n. 9) 83-84; Syme, Augustan Aristocracy, 368.
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a patron 810 tpoyévev of Ephesus and Samos2®, and it is probably his father, L.
Ahenobarbus (cos. 54), who is honoured as patron of nearby Miletus and Chios27, as
I have recently argued?8. Obviously, it is not possible to trace the origins of all such
relationships??. Nevertheless, in those cases in the East where something can be said
about the history of the relationship, the original patron and the patron 31 Tpoyévmv
are father and son. It is, of course, not impossible that patronal relationships could be
perpetuated over a longer period, as we know was the case with the Marcelli and
Sicily. The evidence from the East, however, suggests this was not typical, at least in
this region. In light of this, an identification of the ancestral patron will be more con-
vincing if it proposes a closer relative to the putative originator of the relationship,
who (as we have seen) should probably be identified as the praetor of 77.

As it happens, another individual meets this criterion: his son, M. Iunius D. f.
Silanus (cos. 25)30. Like his father, it seems that he was a governor of Asia. The evi-
dence for this man’s proconsulship involves a letter of Agrippa to Ephesus, which
Josephus has included in his Jewish Antiquities3. Agrippa informs the Ephesians that
he had also written ,,to the governor Silanus“ (ZiAav® 1@ otpatny®) to remind him
that Jews could not be summoned to court on their Sabbath. His identity has been the
matter of some controversy. The fact that this document refers to Silanus as otpo-
ydg led Atkinson to assert that he had governed the province as a praetorius, not
(like all other known Asian proconsuls of the principate) as a consular, She further
argued that since M. Silanus was consul before Agrippa’s eastern mission, he could
not be the praetorian governor mentioned in Agrippa’s letter32. Although the term
atpotnydg is sometimes used to translate Latin praetor33, it hardly needs to be point-
ed out that Silanus could not have held this office in the year of his governorship:
That would render nonsensical everything we know about the Augustan settlement.
As far as we know, the term never means ex-praetor, which is normally rendered
G'tp(l‘tl]‘YlKég34, Presumably in using the term oTpotnydg, Agrippa meant only to

26 Miler, 12, 92, no. 12b = AE 1909, 87 (Miletus); Arch. Delt. 11 (1927/8) 25 no. 4 = AE
1932, 6 (Chios).

27 AM 75 (1960) 138 no. 32 (Samos); JOAI 49 (1968-71) Beibl., 53 no. 21 = I.Ephesos
663.

28 C. Eilers, Some Domitii Ahenobarbi and their Greek Clientela, in: X1 Congresso Inter-
nazionale di Epigrafia Greca e Latina, Roma 18-24 settembre 1997, Atti, I, Rome 1999, 325~
333. On IGR 1V 968 (Samos), see C. Eilers, Cn. Domitius and Samos: A New Extortion Trial
(IGR 4, 968), ZPE 89 (1991) 167-178.

29 Ti. Claudius Nero (pr. 42) was patronus a maioribus of Nysa (Cic., Fam. XIII 64), but it
is unclear how far back the relationship went (Levick [n. 49] 484, Badian CR 24 [1974] 186).
Potitus Messalla was natpovo kol evepyétnv dia mpoyévev of Magnesia ad Sipylum
(I.Magnesia am Sipylos 2 = OGIS 460 = Le Bas-Waddington, III no. 1660a = IGR IV 1338),
without obvious explanation; ¢f. Syme, IRS 45 (1955) 158 = Roman Papers, 1 265.

30 This possibility is mentioned by Gregory (n. 2) 90.

31 Jos., Ant. Jud. XV1 167-168.

32 K. M. T. Atkinson, The Governors of the Province Asia in the Reign of Augustus,
Historia 7 (1958) 300-330 at 305, followed with diffidence by Thomasson, Laterculi Praesi-
dum, 1, Géteborg 1984, 206.

H. J. Mason, Greek Terms for Roman Institutions, Toronto 1974, 86; 159.

34 Mason (n. 33) 86.
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identify Silanus as ,.governor“35. without implying anything about how far the
senator had progressed along the cursus honorum3°. In so doing, he was operating
within a long-standing literary, epigraphic and legal tradition37, The term can, of
course, refer to governors of praetorian standing38, but such a reference cannot esta-
blish whether a governor was consular or praetorian.

The suggestion that Agrippa was referring in his letter to a praetorian governor is
problematic in any case. No praetorii are attested among the governors of Asia and
Africa under the principate. L. Cornelius Balbus is sometimes cited as an exception to
this principle3?. Admittedly, Balbus never held the consulship. Augustus, however,
bestowed consular rank on him#9, which presumably implies that he entered the pro-
vincial sortition as a consular, and there is therefore no reason to suppose that Silanus
possessed a status different from that of all other known imperial proconsuls of Asia.

Who was the governor of Asia to whom Agrippa wrote? Since he must have been
an ex-consul, only two identifications are possible: he was either M. Iunius Silanus
(cos. 25 B.C.), or C. Iunius Silanus (cos. 17 B.C.). Nothing is known about C. Si-
lanus’ career following his consulship#!, and (as Syme has already suggested??) it is
better to identify him as M. Tunius Silanus (cos. 25). Our new inscription from Strato-
niceia, which shows that a M. Silanus (probably governor) was a patron of that city,
may now confirm this. Identifying Stratoniceia’s patron as the consul of 25 B.C.
would also avoid the difficulties involved in associating this inscription with either
the praetor of 77 B.C. or the consul of A.D. 46. On the one hand, the letter-forms
would be more consistent with an Augustan date than a date in the Republic, and
there is no need to explain how the praetor of 77, who probably was the original
patron, came to be described as ndtpov d1& mpoyovmv. On the other hand,
Stratoniceia would not be celebrating an enemy of the imperial house. The inscription
would belong to a period when, to judge from the epigraphic evidence, senatorial
patrons of Greek cities were still common. Finally, the origins of the ancestral
connection would be easily explained and typical of other known relationships of this
type in the region: The Augustan consular was the son of the praetor of 77, who
seems to have been the man who originated the relaticnship43.

35 Mason (n. 33) 86; Cicero (Flacc. passim) consisently refers to L. Valerius Flaccus (pr.
63) as praetor, although his formal title was ¢vB0Orotog or proconsul (cf. SEG 35, 1124,
Claros).

36 Tac., Ann. IV 15 refers to a proconsul of Asia, who was an ex-consul, as a praetor.

37 Mason (n. 33) 86, 155-158.

38 Mason (n. 33) 86, 162.

39 Atkinson (n. 32) 305. Balbus was proconsul of Africa in 21/20 (Inscript. Ital. XIII 1, p.
87, with B. Thomasson, Die Statthalter der rémischen Provinzen Nordafrikas von Augustus bis
Diocletianus, Lund 1960, 11, 11; idem, Laterculi Praesidum, 371).

40 vell. I1 51, 3 with Groag, PIR2 C 1331.

4L petersen, PIR? 1 823; Syme, Augustan Aristocracy, 191 n. 27

42 Syme, Augustan Aristocracy, 191 and n. 27 and F. Miinzer, RE 10.2 (1919) 1095 s. v,
Tunius no. 170; ¢f. Petersen, PIR? [ 823, 830; Thomasson, Laterculi, 206; Magie, Roman Rule in
Asia Minor, Princeton 1950, 1342 n. 34.

43 Syme, Augustan Aristocracy, 191; Petersen, PIR? I 830; Miinzer, RE 10.2 (1919) 1095
s. v. Iunius no. 170.
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Silanus’ proconsulship will have fallen in one of the two periods when Agrippa
held an extraordinary command in the region: 23 to 21 or 18 to 1344, Two others who
governed Asia in these years are Sex. Appuleius (cos. 29) and Potitus Valerius
Messalla (suff. 29 B.C). Thomasson dated the proconsulship of Appuleius, which we
know lasted two years??, to the years 23-21 B.C. (with a query)46. An argument,
however, can be made for an earlier date. Inscriptions from Assos reveal that
revenues that Appuleius returned to the city were used to rebuild two buildings47, and
in Ephesus a road was paved during his proconsulship from income that is described
as Augustus’ gift to the goddess#8. There was an earthquake in the region in 27 or
2649, and the rebuilding and construction mentioned in these inscriptions would be
normal in the aftermath of such a disaster. Also, the diversion of income to pay for
this construction, presumably implying a remission of taxes, is similar to Roman
initiatives following other earthquakes®Y. Appuleius was presumably available to go
to Asia following his triumph of January 265! perhaps as early as the following
summer. Thus Appuleius could have been proconsul as early as 26-24 B.C.
Admittedly, such a date would not be consistent with Dio’s description of the changes
that Augustus introduced to provincial government. According to Dio, Augustus
limited governors’ terms to a single year and imposed a five-year interval between
magistracy and promagistracy>2. In 26, Appuleius would not yet have waited the
required time. It is clear, however, that Appuleius did not serve a single-year term
either. In any case, we know that Dio includes in his discussion of 27 measures that
actually came later>3, and if the single-year term and the minimum interval were
among them, a date of 2624 for Appuleius’ proconsulship becomes possible.

If this date is more or less correct, the two other proconsulships of these years, of
Potitus Valerius Messalla (suff. 29) and M. Silanus (cos. 25), fall into place. Seniority

44 The details of Agrippa’s two sojourns in the East are conveniently collected in H.
Halfmann, Itinera principum: Geschichte und Typologie der Kaiserreisen im Romischen Reich,
Stuttgan 1986, 163-166.
U. Weidemann, Arch. Anz. (1965) 463-464.
46 Thomasson, Laterculi, 206.

7 1, Assos 24b = Le Bas-Waddington, III no. 1034 = IGR IV 253: [éni Zé&tov "AnmoAniov
avBurdrov x]oi ndtpovog the noAeng, [éx tdv droxota]otubeicdy dr’ whtod 1§ moAe[L
npocol&uw droxatestd®[n]. Cf also L. Assos 24a, with the same text.

lEphcsos 459 = AE 1966, 425 with G. Alfoldy, ZPE 87 (1991) 158: [benelficio
Calesaris] | [Alugusti ex rediti[bus] | agrorum sacroru[m] | quos is Dianae de[dtt] via strata
Sex(to) Appulleio) procos. Ilt]m Katoapog 100 Zefooto[] | [xupnll EK TOV 1Epdv
npocd[dav] | [&]g adtog T Oedit txapioato], | 680¢ éotpdBn éni dvBurdrlov] ZéErou
Am:ukmou

9 Eus., Chron. Hier. T1 164 (Helm); Agathias IT 17; Strabo XII 8, 18 (579); Suet., Tib. 8
G. W. Bowersock, Augustus and the Greek World, Oxford 1965, 157-161; B. M. Levick, The
begmnmga of Tiberius' career, CQ 21 (1971) 478-486.

Cf Dio LIV 30,2 (12 B.C.); Tac., Ann. 1147, | (A.D. 17).

I Inscript. Ttal. XIII 1, p. 87.

‘2 Dio LITI 13, 2; LIII 14, 2.

3 P. A. Brunt, The Role of the Senate in the Augustan Regime, CQ 34 (1984) 431 and
n. 45, 433; K. M. Girardet, Die Entmachtung des Konsulates im Ubergang von der Republik zur
Monarchie und die Rechtsgrundlagen des augusteischen Prinzipats, in: Pratum Saraviense:
Festgabe fiir Peter Steinmetz, (Palingenesia 30), Stuttgart 1990, 89136 at 115-116.
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was an important principle in the sortition54, and Messalla, who was a suffect of 29,
will have been next in consular seniority when Appuleius, consul ordinarius of 29,
completed his term. Like Appuleius, Messalla served as governor for two yearsdd,
perhaps for the years 24-22. Messalla’s biennium contradicts Dio’s report of Augus-
tus’ arrangement, but this again probably illustrates the anachronistic nature of Dio’s
description.

Silanus (cos. 25) was consul four years after Messalla. Despite the interval, Sila-
nus was the next most senior consular after him: The consuls of the intervening years
were Augustus, Agrippa, and Statilius Taurus; their consulships will not have affected
their seniority, since they all had held earlier consulships. In any case, they clearly
were not about to govern a public province, and so when Messalla‘s term was
finished, Silanus was presumably among the next most senior consulars available. His
term could therefore be as early as 22/21, which would date his proconsulship to a
year when Agrippa was in the East, as we know was the case from the letter reported
by Josephus.

Taking the above points together, I arrange the provincial governors of Asia for
these years as follows, though the entire sequence could be down-dated another year.

26/25 Sex. Appuleius (cos. 29 B.C.)

25/24 Sex. Appuleius

24/23 Potitus Valerius Messalla (suff. 29 B.C.)
23/22 Potitus Valerius Messalla

22/21 M. Iunius Silanus (cos. 25 B.C.)

The point that immediately arises from this arrangement is that these proconsuls
all contravene at least one of the principles that Dio ascribes to Augustus’ new pro-
vincial arrangement. This is all the more striking since they will have been among the
first appointed under this scheme. Appuleius and Messalla both governed for a two-
year term (as the evidence clearly shows)>0, while Appuleius and Silanus did not, on
the above arrangement, observe a five-year interval. It would be possible, of course,
to down-date these governors and make their terms consistent with the five-year rule,
provided that Silanus’ term is made to coincide with Agrippa’s second Eastern mis-
sion. That, however, would probably sacrifice the good to keep the bad. As we have
seen, there is every advantage in dating Appuleius’ proconsulship to the aftermath of
the earthquake of c. 26, and the rules reported in Dio may not have yet been in
operation.

To conclude, we have seen that the new inscription from Stratoniceia probably
appeared on a statue base of a female relative, perhaps a daughter, of a patron of that
city. He is best identified as M. Iunius Silanus (cos. 25), which confirms the sugges-
tion of Syme that Silanus was proconsul of Asia under Augustus. He probably
governed this province in the late 20s B.C., and seems to have ,,inherited” this patro-

54 Tac., Ann. 111 58, 71 with R. J. A. Talbert, The Senate of Imperial Rome, Princeton 1984,
349,

55 LS 8964.

56 See notes 45 and 55.
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nal relationship over Stratoniceia from his father, the praetor of 77 B.C., who had also
been proconsul before him.
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